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Commissioner For Patents 
Washington, DC 20231 

Dear Sir: 



In response to an office communication dated February 26, 2003 imposing a 
requirement for restriction and election of species on the applicants in the above-identified 
application, the applicants hereby elect the invention of Group I (Claims 1-6, 21 and 23) 
drawn to a method for identifying relationships between physiological determinants within a 
set of physiological determinants. The election is made with traverse. 

The Restriction Requirement is traversed on the basis that restriction requirements are 
optional in all cases (see MPEP § 803). If the search and examination of a set of claims can 
be made without serious burden, the Examiner must examine them on the merits, even though 
they may arguably be directed at distinct or independent inventions (see id.). In the present 
application, it is respectfully submitted that claims in Groups I-VII and Groups VIII-X can be 
examined, respectively, without serious burden on the Office. 

Firstly, claims in Groups II, III and VI are closely linked. Claims in these groups 
involve similar steps of constructing two clustered correlation matrixes and comparing them. 
Please note that although Claims 17 and 18 (Group VI) use the language of generating a 
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physiological profile rather than constructing a clustered correlation matrix, the term 
physiological profile has been defined as a clustered correlation matrix in the specification 
(see lines 2-5 on page 9 of the application). A proper search for one group would inevitably 
overlap with that for the others. Under this circumstance, it is not burdensome on the Office 
to examine these claims together. On the contrary, it will be unnecessarily burdensome on 
both the applicants and the Office to consider the highly related subject matter in several 
separate patent applications. 

As an aside, in Group II claims, the two matrixes are constructed with correlation 
values obtained prior to and during/subsequence to a challenge while in Group III claims, the 
two matrixes are constructed with correlation values obtained at different time points. It is 
noted that this difference between Group II and Group III claims are similar to that of Claims 
17 and 18. The Examiner has classified Claims 17 and 18 into one single group. This is 
consistent with the notion that Groups II and III claims should be examined together. 

Reclassifying Groups II, III and VI into one single group is respectfully requested. 

Secondly, claims in Groups IV and V are closely linked. Claims in Group IV involve 
classifying organisms by comparing their physiological profiles and claims in Group V 
involve assigning an organism into a subclass by comparing its physiological profile with 
profiles of other organisms. A proper search for one group would inevitably overlap with 
that for the other. Accordingly, it is not burdensome on the Office to examine these claims 
together. On the contrary, it will be unnecessarily burdensome on both the applicants and the 
Office to consider the highly related subject matter in several separate patent applications. 
Reclassifying Groups IV and V into one single group is respectfully requested. 

Thirdly, claims in Groups I-VII are closely linked. As discussed above, claims in 
Groups I-VI all involve generating or using physiological profiles, or both. Group VII claims 
involve a computer-readable medium containing the above-mentioned physiological profiles. 
Thus, a proper search for one group of claims would inevitably overlap with that for the 
others and the search results for one has relevance over the others. Accordingly, examination 
of claims in all these groups can be conducted without serious burden. On the contrary, it 
will be unnecessarily burdensome on both the applicants and the Office to consider this 
highly related subject matter in several separate patent applications. Reclassifying Groups I- 
VII into one single group is respectfully requested. 

Finally, claims in Groups VIII-X are closely linked because they all involve the 
determination of the allelic status of a hypertension-related gene. Therefore, proper searches 
for these claims would significantly overlap with each other and the search results for one 
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group of claims have relevance to the others. Accordingly, examination of all these claims 
can be conducted without serious burden. Reclassifying Groups VIII-X into one single group 
is respectfully requested. 

For the reasons discussed above, it is requested that the restriction requirement with 
regard to Groups II, III and VI, Groups IV and V, Groups I-VII, and Groups VIII-X be 
reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Wherefore examination on the merits is respectfully requested. 
No extension of time is believed to be necessary and no fee is believed to be due in 
connection with this response. However, if any extension of time is required in this or any 
subsequent response, please consider this to be a petition for the appropriate extension and a 
request to charge the petition fee to the Deposit Account No. 17-0055. No other fee is 
believed to be due in connection with this response. However, if any fee is due in this or any 
subsequent response, please charge the fee to the same Deposit Account No. 17-0055. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Zhibin Ren 
Reg. No.: 47,897 
Attorney for Applicants 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
411 East Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee, WI 53202-4497 

TEL (414) 277-5633 
FAX (414) 271-3552 
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